
We are opposed to all three alternatives at the moment as they are
described. They do not adequately address the ma~ter o1" fresh water

Boa’d of Olre~or~r̄eleases, the ce~inty of the programs of water exchani;es, fishery
restoration, Bay marsh restoration and health’, etc. There is little Leonard tardo~
consideration for drinking water quality for Bay Area r~ddents or
enforced water conservation for ~he entire sate. Perhaps with effective Skip C0~sini
conservation, additional storage will not be necessary. IJintil programs Gtor~ Duncan

Ma~a HartertJ~at address these isst~es ar~, nor only in place but are d~emed successes, P.~m
additional storage and further diversion should not eve[, be considered. DaleV.H~inaon
No storage or tramfer p~oje~.~ ~hould even be discusse~t without a Er~ Pi~k~r~o~
concomitant discussion of who will pay the biIls. There should certainly

Annctt,¢ Ro~ebe a no fadlity ~kemative or one that. sets all the other programs up
well in advance.

Ct~pWra),

Advisory Committee
Because the Bay Hodel has had a historic role In Bay pfannlng Issues, we

hlar#retencourage you to consider using the facility to demons~zate various aspects L~d Ca,~o~
of the Called program both to agency participants and to the general public Werner
who will no doubt be voting on the issue eventually. We will look forward ~t ~i,
to hearing from you. P,~:~r~ 5. DellaVal~e
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